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TO: ‘ Robert Taylor
o ! - PM'#25 '
' Regrstratron D1v1510n (7505C)

- The purpose of the progress report is to provrde OPP w1th an update of ARP . activities in
- comphance w1th the condmonal regrstratlon of acetochlor th1s submrssron meets the requuement

2 The ARP June 30 1994 Quarterly Report glves a general overvrew of act1v1t1es in the followrng \

'wareas
L Summary of Condrtronal Regrstratlon Requrrements o e
20 Summary of meetings wrth EPA/EFGWB ‘ ' "
3. ARP structure ’ S o

4, Summary of meetmgs w1th States about the (ground water) State Momtormg Program .
- 5. Outline of ARP presentation to states on the (ground water) State Momtormg Program

Analytrcal method development
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\ ,‘Many of these issues have been resolved since June 30, 1994 in rneetmgs between the ARP and* S
EF GWB 's Acetochlor Response Team (ART) and are- dtscussed in minutes of these meetmgs,j o

subseqUent quarterly reports, and reviews by the ART Comments below address issues or

1.

| o 4 in 1996 AGREED

. No comments on this section. = -~

"questxons ra1sed n the progress report
i\Summary of Condltlon‘al Reglstration Réqirirem’énts

_ ;Thls section summarrzes in general the condltrons of the regrstratlon of acetochlor
. ]Important details were left out of several descrrptrons (for example for acetochlor "if a -
_ pattern of movement has occurred that can. be limited to a geographlcal area or soil

~ type [prevrous text.in. bold omitted], the ARP: is required to revise the product label"). -
The official registration agreement states (not ‘this. progress report. which contains
i ,maccuracres) describes the terms and condltlons attached to the regrstratlon of acetochlor

v Summary of meetmgs Wlth EPA/EFGWB
| 'Only one meetmg has taken place between the ARP and EPA at the time thjs quarterly .

- report was prepared. The minutes of this ‘meeting (4 May 1994) were submrtted to EPA, .

‘reviewed, and subsequently revised by the ARP.. The following action items are identified

in thrs report (They have been followed up on in subsequent dlscussrons w1th the ARP)

= The ARP and Agency w1ll ‘inform one another of requests mformatmn or standards :
- of acetochlor AGREED v :

20 “The Agency informed the ARP that the method Vahdatron would be expedrted byvh
,EPA’ Bay St L0u1s Lab VALIDATION WAS EXPEDITED ’

‘ 3 The ARP was mformed ofa request by AW WA for mvolvement in the surface water

momtonng program THEY ARE INVOLVED

4. Must surface water samplmg locatrons be strrctly limited to 25 per state? Can Ohro‘ E
, “also be included ? OK TO USE WATERSHED APPROACH AND TO INCLUDE
- OHIO R o o - o k . ~

5 ARP réquests to, spht the 8 prospectrve ground water studles 1n1t1ate 4 in 1995 and

" ARP structure . .

) “Summary of meetmgs Wlth States about the State Momtormg Program (ground
water only) ‘ / : - R R
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Some mterestrng lssues arose m these early meetmgs between the ARP and the states.
Because of . some “apparent confusmn on the part of the states as. to their role and
responsrbrhtles in developlng the State Monitoring Programs EPA held a teleconference -
“call with the major use states on September 6,'1994.". In this call, 'EPA tried to clarify t the
purpose of this -monitoring - program, and to respond to “questions from the states. .
Subsequent d1scuss1ons occurred between the ARP and the States whrch are descrrbed in-
later submrssrons :

o

T h,e ’regi‘strationagreement states that:

" "The ARP shall agree on the tlmmg, deszgn and issues: related to the analyttcal S
methods and the. monitoring programs (not to exceed 25 wells per state) with the. .
:State Lead Pestzc:de Agency in. the seven ma]or use states as provided'in this . -
- sections” ' , e ‘ ‘ - -

- "The ARP shall provzde EPA wzth quarterly status reports on its negotzatzonsr
‘wzth the States " . .

“"The ARP shall make status reports on the status of these programs to the EPA -
‘ begmnmg in February 1995." : '

T he mtent of these condrtrons was to prov1de States whrch comprrse the major aoetochlor ,
use area with the opportumty 1) to ‘determine how to evaluate the impact of pestlcldes on
- water quahty, and 2) to obtain momtormg results. The ARP and the States had several
rounds of discussions on these topics;. subsequent to the initial meeting reported on here
- EPA’s role in this State Momtormg Program was to ensure that the States understood that -
i the purpose of the monitoring ‘was to provide an "early warning system" of feedback on' -
water quality to- both States and EPA. ‘Although interpretation of these studies may be,
. complicated by differences between the design of each state monitoring plan, this is offset’ -
by the advantages offered by serious state. mput into. desrgn of these momtormg pro grams

 EPA has recerved one quarterly report in addrtron to this one. (Sept 1994) EPA erl try
“ to assure. that/ both the ARP and the States have reached agreement -and w111 address
", outstandmg 1sSues in a meetrng w1th the ARP. : :

Outlme of ARP presentatlon to states on the State Momtormg Program (ground
water only)
Thrs presentatron is very prehmmary More detarled comments W111 be provrded m_
- reviews of subsequent submrssmns : o

Anaﬂlyticalr «niethod 'developm_ent:‘ L
The ARP must develop 3 analytrcal methods as-a condrtron of regrstratron
o 1",. adaptatlon of EPA method 505 (mult1 re51due method)

2 an acetochlor specific method Sl
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